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that case there would be no twenty-five per cent ante by the states. Or would 
this work be limited to work in the states ? 
Mr. Day: It would include the national level. 
Mr. Ruhl: It should; I do not know whether it would or not. 
Mr. Adams: In other words, out of the eight per cent you get under the 
Act, would any portion of that be used for this purpose on the national level ? 
Mr. Day: No. 
Mr. Adams: Or would the reversionary funds be used in part on the 
national level and then also on working with the states ? 
Mr. Day: Under the existing Pittman-Robert^on Act we are entitled to 
deduct eight per cent for administration of the Act — not for extension work 
or anything else. It has to be confined to the Act. 
(On a show of hands the resolution was carried, 17 for and 8 against.) 
The President: We will now proceed with resolution No. 7, with regard 
to pollution. 
Mr. Rider: The resolution is as follows. 
7. Pollution 
Whereas differences over the terms of federal water pollution control 
measures have been resolved during the past year, so that there is now 
general agreement on basic principles for such legislation, namely: 
1. That additional pollution from new outlets be outlawed; 
2. That while recognizing the primary responsibility and authority of 
existing state or interstate agencies in control of pollution, there should be 
clear federal authority in the background to be invoked wherever a state or 
interstate agency has demonstrated either its inability or unwillingness to 
do its own job; and 
3. That compliance with provisions of the act be not conditional on present 
availability of any federal financial assistance provided by the act. 
And whereas the Barkley-Taft bill S. 418, as rewritten by the Senate 
Public Works Committee and passed by the Senate, while in general pro- 
viding a good framework, omits entirely principles Nos. 1 and 3 and largely 
nullifies the general federal enforcement authority by requiring the ap- 
proval of the affected state; 
Therefore be it resolved that we urge the prompt passage by Congress 
of S. 418, with such amendments as may be necessary to include the three 
basic principles above stated. 
Mr. Phipps (Kentucky): I move that the resolution be adopted. 
(The motion was seconded by Mr. Reid and agreed to.) 
The President: We will take next resolution No. 12, with regard to the 
Parker River Refuge bills. 
Mr. Rider: The resolution is as follows: 
12. The Parker River Refuge Bills 
Resolved that the International Association of Game, Fish and Conser- 
vation Commissioners is unalterably opposed to the Bates bill, H. R. 3487, 
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which abolishes the Parker River Wildlife Refuge in Essex County, Massa- 
chusetts, and H. R. 4108 which reduces the refuge in area to a part of the 
tract known as Plum Island. Both bills are a direct threat to our national 
waterfowl restoration program and are not sound approaches to the local 
situation. 
The Bates bill H. R. 3578 which eliminates the three isolated and 
separate tracts from the refuge was the agreed-upon compromise of the 
Massachusetts Conservation Council and other conservation groups in 
that state. 
It is further resolved that we favor the enactment of this compromise 
bill, H. R. 3578, in order that this controversy may he ended and proper 
administration be set up in the remaining three coastal units of the refuge. 
Mr. Day: There was a question in my mind with regard to this resolution. 
I do not know whether it is good policy or not to pass it. It is a long drawn out 
controversy. Three bills were introduced last year, one to abolish the refuge, 
another to reduce it, and another to reduce it still further. The legal people up 
there are pulling and hauling on it, and I presume this resolution might be of 
some benefit for the International, so I am inclined to withdraw my objection 
and let it go along. I am in some doubt, however, as to what the effects are 
going to be. 
I withdraw my objection because I know that the Resolutions Committee 
and the sponsors of the resolution have taken this action in an effort to be 
helpful to the Fish and Wildlife Service in settling this controversy. My 
appreciation of this interest outweighs my objection, which is based on doubt 
on the question as to whether it will really assist. 
Mr. Morgan (Florida): I move adoption of the resolution. 
(The motion was seconded by Mr. Bagley of Wyoming and agreed to.) 
The President: The last resolution is with regard to the Superior National 
Forest and Quetico-Superior wilderness areas. 
Mr. Rider: The resolution is as follows: 
17. Superior National Forest and Quetico-Superior Wilderness Areas 
We re-affirm our support of the program for consolidation of the road- 
less or wilderness areas in the Superior National Forest and for the estab- 
lishment, in cooperation with the appropriate authorities in Canada, of an 
international wilderness memorial area on both sides of the boundary. To 
that end, we urge the prompt passage by Congress of the roadless area 
consolidation bill H. R. 2642, S. 1090, providing for federal acquisition of 
««
V1terand fn+the area and for adecluate compensation for the^oeal coun- ties in lieu of taxes on government land. 
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 ?ornmend the Department of Lands and Forests of the Province 
of Ontario for its far-sighted action in withholding permits for commercial 
developments in Quetico Provincial Park, pending further action on the 
roadless area bill by Congress. In consideration of this favorable action by 
the Province of Ontario, we urge that passage of the roadless arpn Kill 
expedited to the utmost and that thePProv1Le of OntaS bf requeLel 
meantime to grant such further postponement of commercial develonments 
m Quetico Provincial Park as may be necessary. merc,al developments 
Mr. Swift (Wisconsin): Here again, Mr. President, I just want to get a 
httle informafcmr l am unequivocally for these wilderness areas, but I would 
ask Mr. Wilson whether this would diminish at all the present wilderness area. 
Mr. Wilson (Minnesota): No. The term “wilderness area” is just a popu- 
lar expression applied to that whole region on both sides of the international 
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